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REMARKS 

Applicant appreciates the telephonic interview with the Examiner on July 1 5, 2003 that 
supplemented the Office Action of June 11. 2003. During that conversation, Applicant discussed 
the invention from ahigh level and explained several of the differences that Applicant saw 
between the references and the claims. j ; 

As explained durirfi the telephonic mtferview, the present invention is designed to 
eliminate hardware in the fuel dispensers. SpUcaUyi the present invention is designed to 
eliminate the receipt printers from the fuel dispensers U consolidate the receipt printers for a 
plurality of fuel dispensers into a single location, called the "transaction accounting delivery 
station" or <<transaction accounting dispensing facility.;' In this manner, customers come to the 
fueling environment and select a fueling statiWdispenser. The customer pays for the fuel at the 
fuel dispenser, receives the fuel from the fU dispenser, and collects the receipt for the fueling 
transaction at a remote location - namely the ^transaction accounting delivery station" or 
"transaction accounting dispensing facility." [ ; 

In contrast, McCall, Corfitsen, and Itortsell alljteach paying for and receiving the receipt 
at a single location. There is no teachmg or Suggestion that a transaction may be bifurcated at 
two locations such that payment is made in ojne location and a receipt is received in a second 

location- ' ;! 

While Applicant believes that the claims as previously presented did define over the 

combination of McCall and Corfitsen and thi combination of McCall, Corfitsen and Hartsell, 

jj 

Applicant herein amends the claims. :j I 

Claims 1, 13, and 14 have been amefided to recite that the fuel dispenser has a 
mechanism to accept payment. Claims?, 13, and 14 jbave further been amended to clarify that 
the "traction accounting delivery Stationj or "transaction accounting dispensing facility" 
serves a plurality of fuel dispensers/fueling |tations. jDuring the telephonic interview with the 
Examiner, the Examiner opined that amendments aklng these lines would overcome the 
rejections of record. This stance is dictated^ the fafct that the references individually and in 
combination do not teach or suggest all of the claim kements. If tire combination of references 
does not teach or suggest all the claim elements, the jPatent Office has not establishedprima/acie 
obviousness. MPEP § 2143.03. In light ofjthe amendments to the claims, and based on the 
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telephonic interview, it is readily apparent tW,the combination of references does not teach or 
suggest all the claim elements. J: 

The Examiner further indicated that witile she was unaware of any references which 
showed these features, a new search would likely be rec wired. Applicant herein makes the 
amendments of record so that the Examiner m^y deteraiine if a new search is required. 

Applicant requests reconsideration of the rejecti on in light of the amendments and 
arguments presented herein and during the telephonic interview. Applicant earnestly solicits 
claim allowance at the Examiner's earliest coirvenience. 
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